
US 20100205299A1 

(12) Patent Application Publication (10) Pub. No.: US 2010/0205299 A1 
(19) United States 

Nagarajrao et al. (43) Pub. Date: Aug. 12, 2010 

(54) INTELLIGENT DISCOVERY OF NETWORK 
INFORMATION FROM MULTIPLE 
INFORMATION GATHERING AGENTS 

(75) Inventors: Sunil K. Nagarajrao, Portland, OR 
(US); David L. Merbach, 
Rochester, MN (US); Robert 
Basham, Aloha, OR (US); Allen R. 
Heitman, Rochester, MN (US); 
Sumant Padbidri, San Jose, CA 
(US); Gary T. AXberg, Lake Elmo, 
MN (US) 

Correspondence Address: 
WALTER W. DUFT 
8616 MAIN STREET, SUITE 2 
WILLIAMSVILLE, NY 14221 (US) 

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS 
MACHINES CORPORATION, 
Armonk, NY (US) 

(73) Assignee: 

(22) Filed: Apr. 21, 2010 

Related US. Application Data 

(62) Division of application No. 10/666,046, ?led on Sep. 
20, 2003. 

Publication Classi?cation 

(51) Int. Cl. 
G06F 15/173 (2006.01) 

(52) US. Cl. ...................................................... .. 709/224 

(57) ABSTRACT 

A system, method and computer program product for intelli 
gent discovery of network information from multiple infor 
mation gathering agents adapted to discover information con 
cerning the network. The discovery agents each have an 
associated discovery capability. Based on consideration of 
the agent discovery capabilities, discovery assignments are 
computed and netWork discovery is performed according to 
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TABLE 3 

Scanner Granularitv Reported in XML 
SANs 

Brocade API SAN Zone Set, Zones, Zone Members in the SANs 
Nodes‘ Ports in the zones connected to the SANs 

Subvstem CIM Subsystem CIM subsystem information 
Switch parameters for switches 

ED/Ft Switch/Port Sensor parameters for switches 
Port statistics for ports in the switches 

SANs 
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TABLE 4 

Scanner Primarv ID Secondarv Cost Scone 
ID 
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INTELLIGENT DISCOVERY OF NETWORK 
INFORMATION FROM MULTIPLE 

INFORMATION GATHERING AGENTS 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

[0001] 1. Field of the Invention 
[0002] The present invention relates to data storage net 
Works, and especially netWorks implementing SAN (Storage 
Area Network) functionality or the like. More particularly, 
the invention concerns the discovery of netWork information 
for netWork management use in a data storage netWork envi 
ronment. 

[0003] 2. Description of the PriorArt 
[0004] By Way of background, data storage networks, such 
as SAN systems, provide an environment in Which data stor 
age devices are managed Within a high speed netWork that is 
dedicated to data storage. Access to such netWorks is pro 
vided via one or more storage manager servers that handle 

data storage requests (e.g., copy, backup, etc.) from data 
client nodes (data clients) via conventional LAN (Local Area 
NetWork) or WAN (Wide Area NetWork) connections. The 
storage manager servers are programmed data processing 
platforms that maintain interfaces to the client-side LAN/ 
WAN and to the storage-side devices that de?ne the data 
storage netWork’s pool of peripheral storage. These storage 
devices may include any number of interconnected magnetic 
disk drive arrays, optical disk drive arrays, magnetic tape 
libraries, etc. In all but the smallest data storage netWorks, the 
required inter-connectivity is provided by Way of arbitrated 
loop arrangements or sWitching fabrics, With the latter being 
more common. Typical inter-connectivity components 
include copper or ?ber optic cables, hubs, bridges, gateWays, 
sWitches, directors, and other data communication equipment 
designed for high speed data transfer betWeen and among all 
of the interconnected storage manager servers and storage 
devices that comprise the data storage netWork. 
[0005] One advantage provided by a data storage netWork 
is that data belonging to an organizational enterprise can be 
centrally managed via high level management systems 
regardless of Where the data is located or hoW it is physically 
stored and accessed. The management function may be pro 
vided at several levels by Way of commonly available soft 
Ware tools, including storage management, storage resource 
management, and storage area netWork management appli 
cations. These applications are variously responsible for 
monitoring the netWork storage devices, and their logical 
integration With the storage manager servers, the netWork 
interconnectivity components, and the storage manager serv 
ers themselves. 

[0006] A function required by the aforementioned manage 
ment softWare is the ability to discover the various devices 
and components that comprise the data storage netWork con 
?guration, identify their attributes, and map their physical and 
logical relationships. Conventional data storage netWork 
management applications use “agents” Within the data stor 
age netWork to perform the required discovery. An agent is a 
logical entity that resides on a netWork node, such as a storage 
manager server, a storage device or a netWork interconnec 
tivity component. The agent is programmed to provide infor 
mation about some portion of the data storage netWork to the 
supervising management application. For any given manage 
ment application there are often several agents that need to 
report information because no one agent may have complete 
information about the data storage netWork. 
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[0007] The term “discovery poll” refers to the discovery of 
data storage netWork information via a management applica 
tion’s agents, and the subsequent processing of that informa 
tion by the management application. A discovery poll can be 
triggered for any number of reasons, such as periodic sched 
uling, on-demand requests, and asynchronous events. Over 
all, the discovery process is computationally intensive. Dis 
covery polls can occur With high frequency, there may be a 
number of agents required to obtain complete information, 
and the information obtained from each agent may be large 
and complex depending on the siZe and complexity of the data 
storage netWork con?guration. Moreover, because neW 
requests for discovery polls can arise While a previous dis 
covery poll is being processed, the discovery processing can 
become severely backlogged so that undesirable delays occur 
in ful?lling the processing requests. 
[0008] It is to solving the foregoing problems that the 
present invention is directed. In particular, What is required is 
a Way to simplify netWork management information discov 
ery and reduce the amount of processor intensive computa 
tion required to effectively manage a netWork. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

[0009] The foregoing problems are solved and an advance 
in the art is obtained by a system, method and computer 
program product for intelligent discovery of netWork infor 
mation from multiple information gathering agents adapted 
to discover information concerning the netWork. The discov 
ery agents each have an associated discovery capability. 
Based on consideration of the agent discovery capabilities, 
agent discovery assignments are computed and netWork dis 
covery is performed according to the assignments. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0010] The foregoing and other features and advantages of 
the invention Will be apparent from the folloWing more par 
ticular description of exemplary embodiments of the inven 
tion, as illustrated in the accompanying DraWings, in Which: 
[0011] FIG. 1 is a functional block diagram shoWing a data 
storage netWork that represents one exemplary netWork envi 
ronment in Which the present invention could be imple 
mented; 
[0012] FIG. 2 is a functional block diagram shoWing a 
conventional arrangement for managing information in a data 
storage netWork; 
[0013] FIG. 3 is a functional block diagram shoWing com 
ponents of a conventional netWork management tool; 
[0014] FIG. 4 is a functional block diagram shoWing a data 
storage netWork having multiple agents reporting netWork 
management information to a netWork manager; 

[0015] FIG. 5 is a How diagram shoWing an example of 
intelligent discovery processing in accordance With the 
invention; 
[0016] FIG. 6A is a table shoWing agent discovery capabil 
ity in the data storage netWork of FIG. 4; 
[0017] FIG. 6B is a table shoWing exemplary agent discov 
ery assignments in the data storage netWork of FIG. 4; 
[0018] FIG. 7A is a How diagram shoWing information 
exchange betWeen a netWork manager, and agent and a net 
Work device in accordance With a ?rst portion of the process 
How of FIG. 5; 
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[0019] FIG. 7B is a ?ow diagram showing information 
exchange between a network manager, and agent and a net 
work device in accordance with a second portion of the pro 
cess ?ow of FIG. 5; 
[0020] FIG. 8 is a ?ow diagram showing conditions under 
which capability polls may be conducted in accordance with 
the invention; 
[0021] FIG. 9. is a table showing network information that 
can be discovered by a set of exemplary scanners in a con 
ventional network manager; 
[0022] FIG. 10 is a table showing exemplary capability 
polling information that could be returned by the scanners 
represented in the table of FIG. 9; and 
[0023] FIG. 11 is a perspective view of an exemplary form 
of computer program product that may be implemented in 
accordance with the invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF EXEMPLARY 
EMBODIMENTS 

[0024] Turning now to the ?gures, wherein like reference 
numerals represent like elements in all of the several views, 
FIG. 1 illustrates a data storage network set up in a SAN 
con?guration 2 that represents one exemplary environment in 
which the present invention may be implemented. The SAN 2 
includes a pair of storage manager servers 4 and 6 that are 
interconnected to plural data storage devices by way of a 
conventional SAN connectivity scheme, such as an arbitrated 
loop arrangement, a switching fabric, or otherwise. By way of 
example only, and in the interest of simplicity, the storage 
devices of the SAN 2 are shown to include only a tape library 
system 8, RAID (Redundant Array of Inexpensive Disks) 
system 10 and a JBOD (Just a Bunch Of Disks) system 12. It 
will be appreciated that in an actual SAN, many additional 
storage devices could be present. There could also be addi 
tional storage manager servers. It should also be understood 
that the individual connection components that comprise the 
SAN 2, such as switches, directors, hubs, links, etc., are not 
shown in FIG. 1. 
[0025] The storage manager servers 4 and 8 also commu 
nicate with a local area network (LAN) 14 (or alternatively a 
WAN) that comprises one or more data processing clients, 
two of which are identi?ed as client systems 16 and 18. Data 
sets associated with the client systems 16 and 18 will be 
assumed to reside on storage resources within the SAN 2, 
such as one or more of the storage devices 8, 10 and 12. 
[0026] There are a variety of computer hardware and soft 
ware components that can be used to implement the various 
elements that make up the SAN 2, depending on design 
preferences. Underlying the SAN design will be the selection 
of a suitable communication and media technology. Most 
commonly, a Fibre Channel architecture built using copper or 
?ber optical media will provide the physical and low level 
protocol layers. Higher level protocols, such SCSI-FCP 
(Small Computer System Interface-Fibre Channel Protocol), 
IPI (Intelligent Peripheral Interface), IP (Internet Protocol), 
FICON (Fiber Optic CONnection), etc., can be mapped onto 
the Fibre Channel protocol stack. Selection of the Fibre Chan 
nel architecture will dictate the choice of devices that will be 
used to implement the interconnection components that com 
prise the SAN 2, as well as the network interface adaptors and 
controllers that connect the storage manager servers and stor 
age devices to the SAN. Although less commonly, other low 
level network protocols, such as Ethernet, could alternatively 
be used to implement the SAN 2. 
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[0027] The storage manager servers 4 and 6 are assumed to 
be con?gured as SAN application servers offering the usual 
SAN access interfaces to the client systems 16 and 18. They 
can be built from conventional programmable computer plat 
forms that are con?gured with the hardware and software 
resources needed to implement the required storage manage 
ment functions. Exemplary server platforms include the 
IBM® ZSeries®, iSeriesTM, pSeriesTM and xSeries® system 
products, each of which provides a hardware and operating 
system platform set, and which can be programmed with 
higher level SAN server application software, such as the 
IBM® TIVOLI® Storage Manager system. 
[0028] The storage devices 8, 10 and 12 can be imple 
mented using any of a variety of data storage device products. 
By way of example only, the tape library 8 could be an IBM® 
TotalStorageTM Enterprise Tape System, the RAID array 10 
could be an IBM® TotalStorageTM ENTERPRISE STOR 
AGE SERVER® (ESS) System, and the J BOD array 12 could 
be an IBM® proSCSI J BOD system. Many other storage 
systems could also be used. 
[0029] The network interconnection components may 
include any number of switches, directors, hubs, bridges, 
routers, gateways, etc. Such products are conventionally 
available from a wide array of vendors. The links intercon 
necting these components may be constructed using copper 
wiring or single-mode or multi-mode optical ?ber, which 
again are available from a variety of vendors. 
[0030] As mentioned by way of background above, con 
ventional data storage area networks employ standardized 
discovery entities, referred to as “agents,” that assist high 
level management applications (network managers) to obtain 
required data storage network information. One type of agent, 
referred to as an “inband” agent, is commonly installed on a 
storage manager server within the data storage network. 
Another type of agent, referred to as an “outband” agent, is 
commonly a component of the network manager. Agents may 
also be installed on storage devices situated in the data storage 
network. In general, an agent may be thought of as any infor 
mation gathering entity within (or without) a network having 
the ability to gather network information within some sphere 
of discovery capability. 
[0031] FIG. 2 illustrates a conventional implementation of 
a data storage network management system in which a net 
work manager 20 utiliZes an inband agent 22 and two outband 
agents 24 and 26 to perform discovery in a hypothetical data 
storage network. The inband agent 22 is installed on a storage 
manager server 28 that is referred to as a managed host. Note 
that one or both of the storage manager servers 4 and 6 could 
be managed hosts in the context of the SAN 4 of FIG. 1. The 
outband agents 24 and 26 respectively reside within the net 
work manager 20. Other data storage network components 
shown by way of example in FIG. 2 are a gateway 34, and two 
Fibre Channel storage devices (FC Storage) 36 and 38. As is 
conventional, the network manager 20 communicates with 
the inband agent 22 via a communication network, such as the 
IP network 34, that is separate from the communication path 
ways of the data storage network being managed. The out 
band agents 24 and 26 also communicate with the switches 30 
and 32, respectively, via the IP network 34. 
[0032] Discovery requests to the inband agent 22 and the 
switches 30 and 32 are respectively labeled in FIG. 2 as 
inband requests and outband requests. These labels stem from 
the fact that the inband agent 22 conducts discovery by issu 
ing queries via the inband communication pathways (network 
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links) of the data storage network. The outband agents 24 and 
26 do not issue queries across the data storage netWork. They 
query the sWitches 30 and 32 via the outband IP netWork 34. 

[0033] A variety of inband and outband discovery protocols 
have been developed for obtaining information about data 
storage netWork topology and component attributes. With 
respect to inband component attribute discovery, devices With 
SCSI interfaces, such as the storage devices 36 and 38, and the 
gateWay 34, can be polled by the inband agent 22 using SCSI 
queries to obtain device attribute information, including 
physical and logical storage unit identi?cation information, 
port information, and the like. The inband agent 22 may also 
perform self-discovery to obtain attribute information about 
the managed host 28, such as ?le system information, oper 
ating system information, and the like. Inband topology que 
ries can be performed by the inband agent 22 using the Fibre 
Channel GS-3 (Generic Services) protocol (FC-GS-3) and 
the Fibre Channel FS (Framing and Signaling) protocol (FC 
FS) to query the sWitches 30 and 32 and obtain fabric con 
?guration and end node information. In addition to being 
responsive to queries from the inband agent 22, all devices 
implementing SCSI interfaces, HBA drivers, and the FC 
GS-3 protocol, Will generally support the reporting of device 
and fabric events as they occur in the data storage netWork. 

[0034] With respect to outband discovery, the prevailing 
protocol is SNMP (Simple Network Management Protocol). 
The outband agents 24 and 26 can thus be implemented to 
issue SNMP queries to the sWitches 30 and 32, as Well as 
receive port topology information and fabric events as they 
occur in the data storage netWork. To that end, the sWitches 30 
and 32 Will respectively implement SNMP agents 40 and 42 
that interact With the outband agents 24 and 26. 

[0035] The netWork manager 20 and its agents 22, 24 and 
26 can be implemented using any of a variety of conventional 
netWork management softWare products. One example of 
such a product is the IBM® TIVOLI® Storage Area NetWork 
Manager. As shoWn in FIG. 3, this management tool includes 
a management component 50, an inband agent component 52 
and an outband agent component 54. The management com 
ponent 50 can be installed on a conventional data processing 
platform to provide, for example, the netWork manager 20 of 
FIG. 2. The inband agent component 52 could then be 
installed on the managed host 28 of FIG. 2 to provide the 
inband agent 22. Completing the con?guration, the outband 
agent component 54 could be installed Within the manager 
component 20 of FIG. 2 to provide the outband agents 24 and 
26. 

[0036] The management component 50 of FIG. 3 conven 
tionally includes an inband management subsystem 56 for 
overseeing inband discovery, and an outband (SNMP) man 
agement subsystem 58 for overseeing outband discovery. A 
database 60 is conventionally employed by the management 
component 50 for storing discovery information. An infor 
mation display 62, such as a graphics terminal, can be used to 
output discovery information in human readable form. The 
inband agent component 52 conventionally includes a set of 
scanners 64 that are programmed to obtain attribute and 
topology information using different discovery protocols. 
These may include the SCSI protocol, the FC-GS-3 protocol 
and the FC-FS protocol, as discussed above in connection 
With FIG. 2. Additional scanners can also be provided, includ 
ing an ED/FI (Error Detection/Fault Isolation) statistics col 
lection scanner, and a CIM (Common Information Model) 
subsystem scanner. The outband agent component 54 con 
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ventionally includes conventional SNMP support logic. This 
includes logic for gathering information described by a MIB 
(Management Information Base), responding to queries from 
the management component 50, and reporting netWork events 
(trap s) to the management component. The SNMP support 
logic can be used to implement one or more outband scanners 
66, such as a topology scanner and an ED/FI scanner. Addi 
tional scanners can also be provided for implementing pro 
prietary APIs, such as the BROCADE® API (Application 
Programming Interface) for querying BROCADE® 
sWitches. 

[0037] As described by Way of background above, a typical 
data storage netWork may have a plurality of agents (inband, 
outband, or both) With overlapping discovery capability. This 
situation is exempli?ed by the hypothetical netWork of FIG. 4 
in Which three inband agents 70 (Agent 1), 72 (Agent 2) and 
74 (Agent 3) are adapted to report discovery information to a 
single netWork manager 76. Agent 1 has the ability to discov 
ery information about the sWitchA (shoWn at 78) and devices 
1 (shoWn at 80) and 2 (shoWn at 82). Agent 3 has the ability to 
discovery information about the sWitch B (shoWn at 84) and 
devices 3 (shoWn at 86) and 4 (shoWn at 88). Agent 2 has the 
ability to discover information about all of the sWitches and 
devices. 

[0038] Conventional discovery polling Would call for each 
of Agent 1, Agent 2 and Agent 3 to report all discoverable 
information they are capable of obtaining to the netWork 
manager 76 for processing. This is counterproductive 
because the overlapping capabilities of the agents in terms of 
the blocks of information they can obtain Will result in dupli 
cative processing and redundant information How, thereby 
degrading netWork management performance. The degree of 
performance degradation is proportional to the number of 
agents and the siZe and complexity of the information gath 
ered from those agents. Discovery processing in large, com 
plex data storage netWorks can thus be signi?cantly affected. 
[0039] According to the present invention, the foregoing 
problem is solved by implementing intelligent discovery, 
Whereby redundant blocks of information discoverable by 
multiple agents are recogniZed in advance, optimal agent 
discovery assignments are made, and detailed information 
associated With each information block is obtained from only 
one agent. Because the agents no longer gather all available 
information Without restriction, the redundant gathering and 
processing of netWork management information is avoided. 
[0040] FIGS. 5, 6A and 6B illustrate hoW intelligent dis 
covery can be used to obtain information about the data 
storage netWork of FIG. 4, using the netWork manager 76 and 
a subset ofAgents 1, Agent 2 and Agent 3. FIG. 5 is a How 
diagram illustrating an example of hoW such intelligent dis 
covery can be performed. FIGS. 6A and 6B are tables respec 
tively shoWing the discovery capabilities and discovery 
assignments for each Agent. In a ?rst step 90 of FIG. 5, the 
information gathering capabilities of all agents are deter 
mined (e.g., What blocks of information can be gathered by 
Which agents). One Way that agent capabilities can be deter 
mined is through capability polling, as explained in more 
detail beloW. As shoWn in Table l of FIG. 6A, Agent 1 is 
determined to be capable of discovering information about 
SWitch A and devices connected thereto, Agent 3 is deter 
mined to be capable of discovering information about SWitch 
B and devices connected thereto, andAgent 2 is determined to 
be capable of discovering information about both sWitches 
and their connected devices. In step 92 of FIG. 5, the agent 
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assignments are computed. As shown in Table 2 of FIG. 6B, 
Agent 1 is assigned discovery for Switch A, Agent 2 is 
assigned discovery for Switch B, and Agent 3 is given no 
discovery assignment. In step 94 of FIG. 5, the assignments 
are provided to the agents. In step 96 of FIG. 5, which may be 
performed subsequent to or in conjunction with step 94, the 
network manager 76 issues a discovery poll andAgents 1 and 
2 perform network discovery according to their assignments. 
Events that can trigger a discover poll may include any one or 
more of the following: 1) startup; 2) poll request; 3) scheduled 
interval; 4) network event received; 5) change in agent capa 
bility reported; or 6) agent unable to perform assigned dis 
covery. In step 98 of FIG. 5, the discovered information is 
returned to the network manager 76 and processed. 

[0041] Advantageously, it will be seen that the result of 
intelligent discovery in the foregoing example will be a 
reduction in redundant gathering and processing of informa 
tion. Information about the network fabrics associated with 
Switch A and Switch B will be gathered only once from 
exactly one agent. The time elapsed to gather the information 
will be reduced because Agent 2 no longer gathers informa 
tion for Switch A. Agent 3 is freed from doing any data 
collection. Also, the switches are not requested to provide the 
same information twice. The information processed is 
reduced because detailed data from Agent 3 is not processed. 

[0042] The relative functions of the network manager, 
agents and switches of FIG. 4 that can be performed to imple 
ment intelligent discovery are illustrated in FIGS. 7A and 7B. 
FIG. 7A shows exemplary actions that may be taken to imple 
ment the capability determination, assignment computation, 
and assignment steps ofFIG. 5 (steps 90, 92 and 94). FIG. 7B 
shows exemplary actions that may be taken to implement the 
discovery polling and discovery processing steps of FIG. 5 
(steps 96 and 98). As shown in FIG. 7A, capability determi 
nation can be implemented, by way example only, using a 
capability polling process. The polling process may begin 
with a capability poll request 90A being sent by the network 
manager 76 to the agents 70, 72 and 74. This may be followed 
by each agent issuing a capability query 90B to each switch 
that is discoverable by the agent. A capability query response 
90C may be then returned from the switches to the agents, and 
the agents may then provide a capability response 90D to the 
network manager 76. The network manager 76 uses the agent 
capability information to compute the agent discovery 
assignments of step 92. The discovery assignments can be 
provided to the agents, by way of example only, using an 
assignment push process in which the network manager 76 
pushes unique discovery assignments to the agents 70, 72 and 
74, where they may be stored for subsequent reference. 
[0043] As shown in FIG. 7B, discovery polling is com 
prised of a discovery request 96A being sent by the network 
manager 76 to the agents 70, 72 and 74. Each agent performs 
an assignment list check 96B and issues a discovery query 
96C to any of the switches 78 and 84 (and storage devices 
connected thereto) that are on the agent’s discovery list. A 
discovery query response 96D is thereafter returned to the 
agents, and the agents issue a discovery response 96E to the 
network manager 76. 

[0044] In exemplary embodiments of the invention, the 
above-described capability determination and agent assign 
ment steps can be performed in a manner now to be described, 
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it being understood that other implementations could also be 
used, depending on network management goals. 

Determining Agent Capabilities 
[0045] The determination of agent capabilities according to 
step 90, warrants consideration of how often an agent’s capa 
bilities are to be determined, and how much capability infor 
mation is to be obtained. Assuming capability polling is used 
to determine agent capabilities (as opposed to some other 
method such as network topology evaluation), the frequency 
with which capability polling is conducted needs to be con 
sidered. An exemplary schedule would call for a capability 
poll to be performed after any or all of the following events: 

[0046] l) A storage network event is detected; 
[0047] 2) An agent indicates that its capabilities have 
changed (e.g., it is unable to collect assigned informa 
tion); 

[0048] 3) An agent is added or removed; 
[0049] 4) An agent is upgraded. 

FIG. 8 illustrates the foregoing capability poll schedule with 
reference to the network manager, agents and switches of 
FIG. 4. As shown, a capability poll 90 is conducted in 
response to a network event 100, a collection failure 102, an 
agent removal/addition event 104, and an agent upgrade 106. 
[0050] The capability information returned by a capability 
poll should be less comprehensive than a full discovery poll if 
network management performance is to be maximiZed. Supe 
rior performance can be obtained if the capability polls are 
designed to represent some minimal subset of information 
required to effect the calculation of agent assignments. Rec 
ogniZing that network information is commonly available at 
different levels, beginning at the Network/Fabric level, then 
descending to the Zone level, and ?nally to the Host/LUN 
level, the ef?ciency of capability polls can be maximiZed if 
the polls are limited to the highest possible information level 
(only capability information for the distinct blocks of infor 
mation are obtained). This approach is seen in the example 
given above in which a capability poll in the data storage 
network of FIG. 4 produces Table l of FIG. 6A. Note that 
Table 1 shows the capability of Agent 1, Agent 2 and Agent 3 
only in terms of the network fabrics represented by Switch 1 
and Switch 2. The capability poll does not descend down to 
the level of individual LUNs. Accordingly, whereas a full 
discovery poll typically returns a complete information hier 
archy that identi?es all levels of discoverable entities in the 
path from an agent to all network endpoints reachable by that 
agent, a capability poll may gather only a small subset of the 
information, such as the names of one or more switches 
and/or the name of a network fabric associated with the 
switches. 
[0051] The following example provides further illustration 
as to how capability information can be limited in relation to 
full discovery information. Table 3 of FIG. 9 shows discovery 
poll information that might be obtained by a conventional 
network management tool, such as the IBM® TIVOLI® Stor 
age Area Network Manager, from a data storage network 
implemented in a SAN con?guration. As illustrated in FIG. 3, 
this product comprises a management component 50, an 
inband agent component 52 comprising one or more inband 
scanners 64, and an outband agent component 54 implement 
ing one or more outband scanners 66. As shown in Table 3 of 
FIG. 9, it will be assumed that there are inband and outband 
scanners associated with one or more agents that respectively 
implement one or more of a proprietary API, the CIM proto 
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col, ED/Fl statistics collection (inband or outband), and 
topology discovery (inband or outband). These scanner types 
are listed in the left hand column of Table 3. The middle 
column of Table 3 shoWs the information granularity associ 
ated With each scanner type. The right hand column shoWs the 
discovery information returned When a discovery query is 
performed by each scanner type. The XML document format 
is commonly used to report the discovery information. 
[0052] Table 4 of FIG. 10 shoWs capability information that 
may be reported using the scanners listed in Table 3 of FIG. 9. 
For each scanner, the capability information of Table 4 is a 
subset of the discovery information of Table 3. By Way of 
example only, the information may include a PrimarylD iden 
ti?er, a SecondarylD identi?er, a Cost entry, and a Scope 
entry. The PrimarylD identi?er speci?es the level of assign 
ment for the scanner type. It is a block identi?er for the atomic 
blocks of information that the scanner can provide. The Sec 
ondarylD identi?er is an alternate name to ensure proper 
identi?cation following netWork transitions that could render 
the PrimarylD incorrect or ambiguous. The cost entry iden 
ti?es the Work involved in collecting discovery information. 
For example, the entry for the ED/Fl scanner type indicates 
Whether an agent can query local sWitch ports via an HBA call 
or Whether the scanner needs to issue ELS (Extended Link 
Service) commands across a netWork to obtain information 
about ports in remote sWitches. The ED/Fl cost entry could 
also indicate Whether ED/Fl statistics are obtained through 
outband mechanisms such as MIB or via an inband mecha 
nism such as Fibre Channel queries. The Scope entry identi 
?es the amount of data a scanner can report, and is used to 
determine if other scanners are required to gather additional 
information. For a topology scanner, the Scope entry could 
specify “Full” for an inband topology scanner that can report 
the topology of an entire netWork or “Partial” for an outband 
topology scanner that can only report the topology for a 
particular sWitch. For an ED/Fl scanner, the Scope entry 
could list the number of sWitch/port parameters the scanner 
can report. 

Computing Agent Assignments 

[0053] The goal of computing agent assignments according 
to step 92 of FIG. 5 is as folloWs: Assuming there is a set of 
agents that can each cover a subset of (e1, e2 . . . em) of 

discoverable entities, attempt to identify a potentially smaller 
subset of agents that can cover all the entities in the set of 
entities (e1, e2 . . . em) along With the assignments for each 
agent (i.e., the entities that each agent should cover). Where 
an entity is discoverable by a single agent, that agent Will be 
assigned responsibility for discovering that entity. Where an 
entity is discoverable by more than one agent, other factors 
may need to be considered, such as cost (each agent may have 
a different cost to gather the same information), load (the 
amount of information that an agent may be assigned to 
gather), assignment churn (minimiZing change in assign 
mcnts), etc. There are various algorithms that may be used to 
compute assignments based on one or more of these factors. 
One approach, Which is set forth by Way of example only and 
not by Way of limitation, Would seek to implement the fol 
loWing goals: 

[0054] 1) Compute a minimum set of agents that can 
cover all the entities that need to be covered; 

[0055] 2) When an entity can be covered by more than 
one agent With different costs, assign the agent With the 
loWer cost to cover that entity; 
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[0056] 3) When an entity can be covered by more than 
one agent With the same cost, as sign the agent With loWer 
potential assignments to that entity; 

[0057] 4) Compute assignments such that each entity is 
covered by exactly one agent; 

[0058] 5) Attempt to reduce assignment churn irrespec 
tive of the order in Which the input data arrives; 

[0059] 6) Attempt to base assignments on load balancing 
When all other criteria is the same, recognizing that 
optimal load balancing may not be possible When per 
formed incrementally as assignments are made. After all 
initial assignments have been made consider reassign 
ments to optimiZe load balancing if this can be done 
Without excessive assignment churn. 

[0060] The input to this assignment algorithm can be a map 
(such as Table 4 of FIG. 10) With the agents as key, and With 
each agent being associated With a listing of discoverable 
entities that can be covered by the agent together With a cost 
value associated With the agent covering each entity. The cost 
value re?ects the fact that there may be differences in the cost 
of data collection for different agents seeking to obtain dis 
covery of same entity. For example, an agent implementing 
ED/Fl statistics gathering can query the local ports via an 
HBA call but must issue ELS commands across the data 
storage netWork to get information for ports in other systems. 
Another costing function that may be applicable is the com 
monly used FSPF (Fabric Shortest Path First) algorithm. The 
concept of cost evaluation may also include the notion of 
scope, Which as described above refers to the amount of 
information that an agent can discover (e.g., full or partial 
topology, number of parameters, etc.). 
[0061] FolloWing is an exemplary listing of agent discovery 
capabilities relative to various discoverable netWork entities: 

Agent1 {{Entity2,1}, {Entity5, 0 
Agent2 {{Entity2,0} 
Agent3 { {Entity1,0}, {Entity3,1}, {Entity5,2}} 
Agent4 {{Entity3 ,1 }, {Entity5, 1 

Agent5 {{Entity3 ,1 }} 
[0062] The foregoing signi?es that Agent 1 can discover 
Entity 2 With a cost of l, and Entity 5 With a cost of 0. Agent 
2 can discover Entity 2 With a cost of 0. Agent 3 can discover 
Entity 1 With a cost of 0, Entity 3 With a cost of l, and Entity 
5 With a cost of 2. Agent 4 can discover Entity 3 With a cost of 
l, and Entity 5 With a cost of l . Agent 5 can discover Entity 3 
With a cost of l. 

[0063] In order to compute agent assignments, the forego 
ing inputs can be rearranged to create/update a sorted entity 
map With the entity identi?cations as key, and With each entity 
being associated With a set of agents that cover the entity 
along With their cost. TWo sorting operations may be per 
formed. The ?rst sorting operation orders the entities relative 
to each other. The second sorting operation orders the agents 
that can cover each entity. 

[0064] The entity-sorting algorithm initially attempts to 
order the entities according to the cost of the agents available 
to cover them. Entities having loWest cost agents (eg agents 
With a cost of 0) are listed ?rst, folloWed by entities having 
higher cost agents (e.g., agents With a cost of l, 2, etc.). 
Among entities having agents With the same cost, those With 
the feWest number of agents having that cost are listed ?rst. If 
entities have the same number of agents having the same cost, 
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the lexicographic value of the entity identi?er is used as the 
ordering criteria. By sorting the entities in this manner, enti 
ties having the smallest number of loWest cost agent assign 
ment choices are processed before entities having a larger 
number of loWest cost agent assignment choices. This helps in 
load balancing because assignments Will not be made unnec 
essarily to agents early on When there is a possibility of the 
agents being overloaded With assignments in later processing 
because there are entities that can be only covered by those 
agents. Applying the foregoing entity sorting criteria to the 
input agent capability map set forth above yields the folloW 
ing sorted entity map: 

Entity1 { {Agent3 ,0 } } 
Entity3 {{Agent3 ,1 }, {Agent4,0 }, {Agent5,1} } 
Entity2 { {Agent1,0}, {Agent2,0 }} 
Entity5 {{Agent1,1}, {Agent3 ,2 }, {Agent4,1} } 
[0065] The agent-sorting algorithm is noW performed for 
each entity, beginning With the top of the entity list and 
moving doWnWardly therethrough. According to this algo 
rithm, the set of agents that can cover an entity are ?rst sorted 
by cost, then load factor and then by the agent identi?er. The 
load factor is the sum of the number of current assignments 
for an agent and the number of entities to Which the agent can 
be assigned (the number of entities that can be covered by the 
agent). Applying the foregoing agent sorting criteria to the 
input agent capability map set forth above, yields the folloW 
ing sorted entity, sorted agent map: 

Entity1 { {Agent3 ,0 } } 
Entity3 {{Agent4,0 }, {Agent5,1}, {Agent3,1} } 
Entity2 { {Agent1,0}, {Agent2,0 }} 
Entity5 {{Agent1,1} {Agent4,1}, {Agent3 ,2 }} 
[0066] The ?rst agent in the sorted set of agents for an entity 
in the above map is picked to cover that entity and an assign 
ment is created/updated in an output sorted map (the assign 
ment may be a neW assignment or a reassignment). The key of 
the map is the agent identi?er and the value is a sorted set of 
entities that are assigned to that agent. Using the foregoing 
sorted entity, sorted agent map as input, the folloWing assign 
ment map Would be generated: 

Agent1 {{Entity2 }, {EntityS }} 
Agent2 { } 
Agent3 {{Entity1}} 
Agent4 {{Entity3 }} 
Agent5 { } 
[0067] Note that it may not be possible to equitably distrib 
ute the assignments, as shoWn by the fact that Agent 2 has no 
assignment even though it can cover Entity2 and could be 
assigned that entity to reduce the load on Agent1. The fore 
going anomaly stems from the fact that the capabilities of 
agents are not necessarily uniform, and some agents Will be 
able to cover feWer entities than others. Also, there may be 
several entities that can be covered by only one agent, or only 
one agent With the loWest co st. There may be various overlaps 
in coverage betWeen entities. Also, depending on the order in 
Which the assignment decisions are made, the assignment 
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loads may change. Given this, the above assignment algo 
rithm ?rst computes assignments for those entities for Which 
there is a clear choice (entities that canbe covered by only one 
agent or only one agent With loWest cost). This is done so that 
this can be factored into the load for those agents When 
making sub sequent assignments. If the input is distributed 
such that there are some agents Which can cover feWer entities 
and there are others that can cover a larger number of entities, 
the algorithm attempts to make assignments such that the 
agents Which can cover a larger number of entities are 
assigned far less than that number. For agents With a smaller 
number of entities the maximum possible assignments are 
made. This is done by picking agents With feWer assignment 
possibilities at the beginning of the assignment cycle. At 
some crossover point, the sum of current and possible assign 
ments for agents that can cover feWer entities is larger than the 
possible assignments for agents Which can cover more enti 
ties. At this point the latter agents start getting picked. The 
actual load distribution is based on the actual input data (hoW 
the coverages overlap, etc) and for certain input data it may 
still not be possible to perform ef?cient load balancing. 
[0068] Note that the foregoing algorithm computes assign 
ments for all entities to be computed. As an alternative, it may 
be desirable to compute assignments only for those entities 
for Which there Was a change in input (one or more agents can 
additionally cover that entity or not cover that entity). The 
advantage of the ?rst approach is that it takes into consider 
ation the overall effect on load balancing due to the modi?ed 
input. The doWnside is that there is a penalty associated With 
recomputing assignments for all agents. It may also be desir 
able if the agent to Which an entity is currently assigned is also 
treated as a sorting criterion, in order to minimiZe assignment 
churn. 

Client-Server Model 

[0069] Although agents can be issued discovery assign 
ments based solely on an agent assignment computation 
scheme as described above, assignments could be further 
based on the notion of agents acting as discovery servers on 
behalf of netWork managers acting as discovery clients. 
According to this paradigm, the agents in a data storage 
netWork may be thought of as offering an array of data col 
lection services. NetWork managers can register for a speci?c 
set of such services according to the needs of the management 
system. This alloWs a plurality of netWork managers to use the 
same set of discovery agents for different purposes. Agent 
assignments can thus be based not only on discovery e?i 
ciency considerations, but also on the discovery service reg 
istrations of the netWork manager(s). The latter could be used 
as a ?lter to initially determine What discovery information is 
required from each agent, and then assignments can be made 
based on agent discovery capabilities relative to the required 
data. 

Processing Failover and Missing Logic Conditions 

[0070] An additional factor that needs to be considered in 
implementing intelligent discovery in accordance With the 
invention is the ability to address failovers and missing logic 
conditions. Limiting the number of agents that are gathering 
information from netWork devices introduces situations 
Where the agents being used may no longer be able to gather 
all the information needed due to con?guration changes, 
topology changes, error conditions, or the addition/removal 
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of agents. It is therefore desirable to handle interruptions in 
the data collection ability of an agent and to sWitch over to 
other agents, if possible. There may also be situations Where 
information from multiple agents is required, such as to iso 
late a failing link that one agent can no longer detect but Which 
may be detectable by other agents. Fault tolerance may also 
be required in high availability environments by instituting 
some degree of pre-planned redundancy (e.g., using industry 
accepted fault tolerance techniques). A simple example 
Would be to employ tWo agents for certain types of discovery 
information. 
[0071] In a conventional netWork management system With 
overlapping agent assignments, failover and missing logic 
conditions are not as problematic because of the information 
redundancy. What typically occurs is that each agent respond 
ing to a discovery poll request returns an information set of 
the type illustrated in Table 3 of FIG. 9. By comparing the 
returned information set With an earlier copy of the same set, 
each agent can ?ag missing entities. In many cases, the miss 
ing entities Will be reported in the information sets of other 
agents. Only if the missing entities are not found in any 
information set returned by any agent, meaning that no agent 
is able to see the entities, Will the entities be designated as 
missing by the netWork manager. 
[0072] The situation becomes more complicated When 
intelligent discovery is performed because it is assumed that 
agent assignments are unique. Entities ?agged as missing by 
a given agent are therefore unlikely to be detected by any 
other agent under the current agent assignment scheme. HoW 
ever, before the entities can be designated as missing by the 
netWork manager, a determination must be made as to 
Whether the entities are Within the capability of any other 
agent. If they are, the entities can be assigned to the other 
agent and that agent can check for the entities in the next 
discovery poll. This consensus building process can be 
repeated for all agents that share the capability for detecting 
the missing entities. Only if no such agent is successful in 
detecting the missing entities Will the entities be designated as 
missing by the netWork manager. 
[0073] Although missing entity detection in an intelligent 
discovery environment is thus much the same as that used in 
conventional netWork management systems, it must be 
extended to account for capability information and the pos 
sibility that multiple agents having the required capability 
exist and need to be tested before an entity can be designated 
as missing. 

[0074] It is recogniZed that there may be a performance 
bene?t if missing entity detection Was based on capability 
polls performed Whenever a netWork event occurs (see FIG. 
8). If the capabilities of the agents have changed, the missing 
entities might be detected by comparing the recalculated 
capabilities With pre-event capabilities and identifying the 
capability delta. The problem With this approach is that only 
a full discovery poll Will con?rm Whether an entity is still 
discoverable by other capabilities. 
[0075] Accordingly, a system and method have been dis 
closed for performing intelligent discovery of netWork infor 
mation from multiple overlapping information gathering 
agents. It Will be appreciated from the foregoing that the 
system of the invention can be implemented as a softWare 
modi?cation to an existing data storage management appli 
cation and its agents (inband, outband or both), While the 
method can be performed by Way of the modi?ed softWare 
and the hardWare that it controls. In a further aspect, the 
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invention can be embodied in a computer program product in 
Which the softWare required to implement the functions of the 
invention are stored in object or source code form on a data 

storage medium, such as one or more portable (or non-por 
table) magnetic or optical disks. 
[0076] FIG. 11 illustrates an exemplary computer program 
product 100 in Which the storage medium comprises one or 
more optical disks. The computer program product 100 can 
be used by a storage netWork administrator to add function 
ality in accordance With the invention to a conventional data 
storage netWork management tool. In a typical scenario, a 
copy of the code resident on the computer program product 
100 Will be installed onto a computer platform that hosts the 
management application and on data processing hosts that 
run discovery agents, so that the code is copied onto a local 
data storage medium associated With the data processing 
entity. If the code is in binary form it Will be ready for 
execution. If the code is in source code form, the code can be 
compiled as necessary to reduce it to executable form. 
[0077] While various embodiments of the invention have 
been described, it should be apparent that many variations and 
alternative embodiments could be implemented in accor 
dance With the invention. For example, instead of pushing 
assignment information to agents in advance of discovery 
polls, assignments could be speci?ed as part of discovery poll 
requests issued to agents by the netWork manager. A further 
modi?cation Would be to calculate agent assignments based 
on topology information obtained from discovery polls With 
out the use of capability polls. Various algorithms can be 
applied to compute assignments. Moreover, it is conceivable 
that the agents may compute their oWn assignments instead of 
a netWork manager computing them. Although the invention 
has been described in the context of a data storage netWork, 
and particularly a SAN, it Will be appreciated that the inven 
tion could be implemented in domains other than SANs and 
data storage netWorks. It is understood, therefore, that the 
invention is not to be in any Way limited except in accordance 
With the spirit of the appended claims and their equivalents. 

1. A netWork management system for discovering infor 
mation about a netWork, comprising: 

a plurality of processing nodes; 
plural discovery agents on said nodes adapted to discover 

information concerning said netWork; 
each of said discovery agents having an associated discov 

ery capability; 
each of said discovery agents having an associated discov 

ery assignment computed prior to discovery; 
collectively, said agent discovery assignments being a sub 

set of said agent discovery capabilities; and 
said agent discovery capabilities being overlapping due to 
some of said agents being capable of discovering the 
same information from the same netWork device, and 
said discovery assignments being non-overlapping, such 
that (1) no netWork device is discovered more than once 
by different discovery agents seeking the same informa 
tion, (2) one or more agents are not permitted to perform 
full discovery of information due to one or more other 
discovery agents being assigned to discover the same 
information, and (3) no duplicate discovery information 
is generated. 

2-20. (canceled) 
21. In a netWork containing a plurality of processing nodes, 

a method for discovering information about said netWork, 
comprising: 
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providing plural discovery agents on said nodes adapted to 
discover information concerning said network; 

each of said discovery agents having an associated discov 
ery capability; 

prior to discovery, computing a discovery assignment for 
each of said discovery agents; 

collectively, said agent discovery assignments being a sub 
set of said agent discovery capabilities; and 

said agent discovery capabilities being overlapping due to 
some of said agents being capable of discovering the 
same information from the same netWork device, and 
said discovery assignments being non-overlapping, such 
that (1) no netWork device is discovered more than once 
by different discovery agents seeking the same informa 
tion, (2) one or more agents are not permitted to perform 
full discovery of information due to one or more other 
discovery agents being assigned to discover the same 
information, and (3) no duplicate discovery information 
is generated. 

22. The method of claim 21 Wherein said agent discovery 
assignments are computed based on said discovery capabili 
ties of different discovery agents and by determining Which 
said discovery agents having overlapping discovery capabili 
ties are most ?t to receive said agent discovery assignments. 

23. The method of claim 21 Wherein said agent discovery 
assignments are computed by a netWork manager in said 
netWork and re?ect one or more of data collection service 
registrations in Which said network manager registers With 
said plural discovery agents and receives information regard 
ing speci?ed discovery, agent cost to obtain netWork infor 
mation, load balancing among said plural discovery agents, 
and assignment churn. 

24. The method of claim 21 Wherein said agent discovery 
assignments comprise both inband and outband discovery 
assignments. 

25. The method of claim 21 Wherein said agent discovery 
assignments are based on said discovery capabilities being 
processed by a netWork manager in said netWork and each 
discovery agent’s discovery assignment being stored at said 
discovery agent for subsequent reference. 

26. The method of claim 21 Wherein said agent discovery 
assignments are based on an input listing of said discovery 
agents, the netWork devices they are capable of discovering 
and a cost to discover each netWork device, and an output 
listing of said discovery agents and the netWork devices said 
discovery agents are assigned to discover. 

27. The method of claim 26, Wherein said agent discovery 
assignments are further based on an entity-sorting computa 
tion that produces an entity-sorting listing that associates 
each netWork device and one or more discovery agents each 
having a cost to discover that netWork device, said listing 
ordering said netWork devices according to the discovery 
costs of the associated discovery agents. 

28. The method of claim 27, Wherein said agent discovery 
assignments are further based on an agent-sorting computa 
tion that produces an agent-sorting listing that modi?es said 
entity-sorting listing to order the discovery agents associated 
With each netWork device according to one or more of agent 
cost, load factor and agent identi?er. 

29. The method of claim 21 Wherein said discovery agents 
conduct agent capability queries in response to capability 
polls requested by a netWork manager in said netWork. 
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30. The method of claim 29 Wherein said agent capability 
queries seek a minimal subset of information required to 
effect calculation of said agent discovery assignments. 

31. The method of claim 29 Wherein each of said discovery 
agents implements a full discovery query that returns a com 
plete information hierarchy identifying all levels of discov 
erable entities in a path from said agent to all netWork end 
points reachable by that agent, and further implement said 
agent capability query that gathers a subset of said complete 
information hierarchy foruse in computing said agent assign 
ments. 

32. The method of claim 29 Wherein said agents conduct 
said agent capability queries based on said capability polls 
being issued in response to one or more of (l) a netWork event 
being detected, (2) an agent’s discovery capabilities having 
changed, (3) and an agent being added, removed or modi?ed. 

33. A computer program product, comprising: 
one or more computer-readable storage media; 
softWare code stored on said one or more storage media for 
programming one or more netWork processing nodes to 
perform netWork management operations for discover 
ing information about a netWork, said operations com 
prising: 

providing plural discovery agents on said nodes adapted to 
discover information concerning said netWork; 

each of said discovery agents having an associated discov 
ery capability; 

prior to discovery, computing a discovery assignment for 
each of said discovery agents; 

collectively, said agent discovery assignments being a sub 
set of said agent discovery capabilities; and 

said agent discovery capabilities being overlapping due to 
some of said agents being capable of discovering the 
same information from the same netWork device, and 
said discovery assignments being non-overlapping, such 
that (1) no netWork device is discovered more than once 
by different discovery agents seeking the same informa 
tion, (2) one or more agents are not permitted to perform 
full discovery of information due to one or more other 
discovery agents being assigned to discover the same 
information, and (3) no duplicate discovery information 
is generated. 

34. The computer program product of claim 33 Wherein 
said agent discovery assignments are computed based on said 
discovery capabilities of different discovery agents and by 
determining Which said discovery agents having overlapping 
discovery capabilities are most ?t to receive said agent dis 
covery assignments. 

35. The computer program product of claim 33 Wherein 
said agent discovery assignments are computed by a netWork 
manager in said netWork and re?ect one or more of data 
collection service registrations in Which said netWork man 
ager registers With said plural discovery agents and receives 
information regarding speci?ed discovery, agent cost to 
obtain netWork information, load balancing among said plu 
ral discovery agents, and assignment churn. 

36. The computer program product of claim 33 Wherein 
said agent discovery assignments comprise both inband and 
outband discovery assignments. 

37. The computer program product of claim 33 Wherein 
said agent discovery assignments are based on said discovery 
capabilities being processed by a netWork manager in said 
netWork and each discovery agent’s discovery assignment 
being stored at said discovery agent for sub sequent reference. 
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38. The computer program product of claim 33 wherein 
said agent discovery assignments are based on an input listing 
of said discovery agents, the netWork devices they are capable 
of discovering and a cost to discover each netWork device, and 
an output listing of said discovery agents and the netWork 
devices said discovery agents are assigned to discover. 

39. The computer program product of claim 38, Wherein 
said agent discovery assignments are further based on an 
entity-sorting computation that produces an entity-sorting 
listing that associates each netWork device and one or more 

discovery agents each having a cost to discover that netWork 
device, said listing ordering said netWork devices according 
to the discovery costs of the associated discovery agents. 

40. The computer program product of claim 39, Wherein 
said agent discovery assignments are further based on an 
agent-sorting computation that produces an agent-sorting 
listing that modi?es said entity-sorting listing to order the 
discovery agents associated With each netWork device 
according to one or more of agent cost, load factor and agent 
identi?er. 
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41. The computer program product of claim 33 Wherein 
said discovery agents conduct agent capability queries in 
response to capability polls requested by a netWork manager 
in said netWork. 

42. The computer program product of claim 41 Wherein 
said agent capability queries seek a minimal subset of infor 
mation required to effect calculation of said agent discovery 
assignments. 

43. The computer program product of claim 41 Wherein 
each of said discovery agents implements a full discovery 
query that returns a complete information hierarchy identify 
ing all levels of discoverable entities in a path from said agent 
to all netWork endpoints reachable by that agent, and further 
implement said agent capability query that gathers a subset of 
said complete information hierarchy for use in computing 
said agent assignments. 

44. The computer program product of claim 41 Wherein 
said agents conduct said agent capability queries based on 
said capability polls being issued in response to one or more 
of (l) a netWork event being detected, (2) an agent’s discovery 
capabilities having changed, (3) and an agent being added, 
removed or modi?ed. 


